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April 31^* 1971 



Oongr*asMin Sal* Bogga 

louaa of Raprosontatiros ..... 

Waahlngton* D. 0* 

Dear Oongrassaan Bogga i 

I urit* thla lattar* of whlab I shall aand a copy to Ray Oole, in 
ths expaotatlon that both of yon wlU kaap It oonfldantlal. 
ar* a nuiftar of roaaons for this raquoat, on# b#lng that I ulll 
r#f#r to ny r«latlonahlp with Senator Russ#ll» and until I oan pr#- 
s#nt his b#ll#fs in a prop#r sontoxt, want to pr#s#rr# th# #onfi- 
d#ntlality of his t1#ws. Anoth*r Is that I d#s^# no a**;!*** 
for anyon# and would pr#f#r to arold any possibility of It. Othors 

will boooBs #l#ar. 

Wh#n I si^k# with Hr. Ool# (of whos# lnt#r#st In you I was awar#) a 
ago and told hla of son# of fc# ln#ontroT#rtlbl# natorlal in 
poss#ssion« h# wantod n# to go s## you lnn#dlat#ly. H# than 
gcaatad 1 phena your son, and again I danurrad. It was than and la 
aoti «r faallng that you should nalthar b* prassurad nor *T*n faal 
that you night b*. Wbatarar son# night aonaldar to b* Its d*f**ts« 
you har* randarad an Inportant publla sarrlaa. albalt. In ny t1#w, 
long orardua, and 1 ballar* that as a rasult you aan b* tha bana- 
fial ar y of a largo anount of unobtrualra, attantlon and rasaarah* a 
rathar *a tana Ira affort net Intandad to do you parsonal good or to 
adranaa your oaraar ar that af your son.’ 

Tha ahlaf but not ths aatluslra purpes* of thla lattar Is to addrass 
tha unslgaad. undatad nanorandun you raaalrad fron th* Oon^ttoa to 
InToatlgat* Assassinations* whos* dlraator Is a frland of Mr. Ool# a 

as h* has baan of nlna. 

lowarar. In falmass to you, I faal I should axplaln at tha outsat 
that 1 do not agra* with th* opinion I hara hoard you aaprass of Mr. 
SDorar, that h* has randarad only fin# sarrloa and sho^d 
•Imiy baaaus* ha has grown old and sat In his ways. X 
as both dadlaatad and wrong, a nan whos* Influana* on a rltal aganay 
In any goramnant has fron tha first not baan goadi whos# pollalas 
hara narar baan subjast to quastlon and too oftan wrong. 

X knoii from personal Mpariaaa# that# aa far ¥aak aa 1938# * 

was datallad to th* Dapartnant of Juatlo* by th* laglslatlT* branah 
fws ilTod for four nonths with Its agants In th# flald, nX nan war# 
•uar* that aaoh was raqulrad to spy on all othors ■•J* ^Sj^ 
raports on than. Son* war# kind onough to alort na, hanaa ny know 

ladg*. 
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I do not balloTo It la olthop hoaltbj of oorroet for onploTooa of 
anj aganoj of gOTomnont to IIto and voFk in this Soatapo-SFUllke 
atnoapkera, and I do not balloro that the nan reaponalhle for it 
on thla baaia alone (and It ia not njr only reaaon) ia leaa than a 
Tlrtnal dletator or aeta In any deeent and noral eoneept of publle 
aerTlee. 

I do not hare a eopy of your apeeeh (and uould appreolate one). 
loueTer, I note this quote from you in tfedneaday'a Vadfciiiutton Poat 
editorial* "Today I aee uhat until now I did not per aTt^serf to 
a-^aee. Perhaps this neana you hare ohanged your opinion in thd dl- 
reetlon of nine. But if you hare not, you do know nine* 

The CTIA nenorandua la the atralnlng of the nountaln that predueed 
• •euse» But ~ the laouse is rabid* I spent five hours yesterday 
going OTor its aia pages with a representative, a young, sineere, 
dedicated and honest lavyer. In thla tine I took it apart as one 
parses a sentence. There is no doubt that he uaa slneerely eon- 
vineed that at the very best this nenoranduu uaa prepared in too 
great haste, vithont uature eons id era t ion; was eoneemed with what 
for the uost part ia trivialities eonpared with what ean be proven; 
and is an enorueus booby-trap for you were you to use it. He pre- 
sented his eonvletiona to hla aasoelatAo?ittoday and was everruled* 
They declined either to withdraw this neno fron you and Hr. Cole 
or to warn you of its dangers to both of you. 

Aside fron its inaeonraelea, this nenorandun, were you to use it, 
is In alnost every ease susoeptlble to an answer that will, in 
nost eases, be true and in all eaaea ean be expeeted to attract 
considerable najor— nedla attention* It la siuples This was your 
responsibility as a uehber of the Warren Connlsslon. One ease 
that cones to nind without eonsulting either the neno or the Con- 
nlssion's work is that of the PBI headquarters file on Bewald. It 
was produced before the Oonnd.sslon. The Coamissien declined even 
to lohk at it. Parenthetically, and for your infornation, the 
headquarters file is not all the FBI had in its files on Oswald. 

The regional-office files held other naterial. 

Another is the speetrographle analyses, for which, although you 
would not know it fron this CTIA neiw, I an suing the Bepartnent 
ef Justlee, ny effortsto obtain it, going baek to May 23, 1966, 
having proven futile, lot only did the ConniaaLon not ask for it, 
but the questienlng of the FBI witness, who specified in his testi- 
yny he was an ineonpetent witness, establishes beyond question 
the Oenmission' s awareness ibab it did not have this "best evidence" 
■creover, the paraphrase accepted by your staff and testlilfied to 
la little nore than gibberish. 

One of the ethical, noral and factual weaknesses ef thla neno is 
its pretense to erlglttality. There is nothing but error erlglnal 
in it. This natter of the spectrographic analyses is but one of 
perhaps a dosen and a half cases fron ny own published work alone, 
all published before there was any CTIA. Aside fron the fact that 
the published work, whether nine or that ef others, is both nore 
eonplete and dependable, can you Inaglne the effect were j. Bdgar 
Hoover to quote no ia response to thae and the other sinllar points 



of whieh thore avo totj BanjT I think I eaa qnallfj aa Hr. ■oorai'a 
■oat poralatant and nost dillgont onrrent erltle. All aj vork la 
a eoaaantary on what he did to the CoaHlaalon. to tho oonntrj and 
to hlatory. I have roamrraatad froa their offioial ohlirion 
pnhliahed aoro fBI roporta than all ethosa eoabinad. Were this 
ploj to oeevr to tha Dapartaentf and I think it prudent not to 
oonaider it staffed only by fools, it would be a publie and politi* 
eal disaster for you. 

Another eff-the>top-of -ay-head illustration is the large FBI. sua- 
■ary reporta to the Coaaiasion. 'they did not eoae to publie' 
attention as indieated in tha OTlA's footnotes. They were used 
at least thriee earlier, ineluding for the first tine In faesialle- 
by ae^. Bather than the representation to you in this aeao, the 
FBI ean rightly elala it told tha Coaaission ether than the Coa- 
■isaion eoneluded, and that the eTidanee is not in faror of the 
Coaalsslcn'a eonelusions. It was the Coaaission, I aa eertaln 
■eaning its staff only, that eleeted net to publish these reports, 
^t the FBI. Quite eontrary to the Inferenees of the aeao, when 
tne FBI withheld an eneraous aaount of ether aaterlal, a large 
part of that iiq>roperly, as I ean also show you, the FBI did not 
withhold either of those reports. They hare been aTailable to 
researohera at the lational Arehlres froa the very first. I got 
ay oopies about March of 1966, before the CTIA was eoneemed with 
investigating the aasasslnation or the FBI. I eaphasize this p<Ait 
beeause of the eaoralty of the aaterlal and the ineredlble aaount 
of tine required for even easual ezaainatien of any aajor part of 
it. This tine has not been available to the aabitieus if wAll- 
intentioned Jehnnles-eoae-letely to the subjeet, tlae alone thus 
inhibiting their understanding as well aa their knowledge. 

There are other areas ef deeeptlveness, one being that of aall 
covers. Vhat was given to you is a partial retreading of the work 
of a diligent and brilliant seholar, but- a rather poor and entirely 
inadequate substitute for it. lowever, it would also be the petard 
on which you weald hoist yourself, for the fact of Oswald aail 
covers has nevey been secret, as the Coaaission knew and as I went 
into in ay punlished work whieh, again, preoeded the ezlatenee of 
the CTXA. 

I have no way ef knowing whether you intend any use ef this aeao 
now or in the future, but I feel I ewe it to you as well as to the 
ultlaate aeeeptanee of what I regard as truth to aake you aware of 
these few saaples. If you for a aoaent doubt they are itot eweep- 
tional but peraeate the entlae aeao, I suggest you ask your son, 
who is a lawyer and haa political understanding, and Hr. Cole, whoa 
I aa willing to trust and I presuae enjoys your eonfidenoe, to let 
■e take it apart for then. I assure you it will not take anything 
like five hours for theat> be satisfied. I wanted the TTA to know 
the totality of what they were leading you into. And it took this 
long after but a single hasty reading by ae. 



In akort. It you use tkls* you vill ba aalf>eondaamed aa no ana I 
oan raaall. 

Thara la oaa other itan I nuat addraaa, and thla aapaolally In ny 
own Intaraat. Part of uhat la ay literary preporty oaa uaed da- 
aplta a eoaaltaaat that It narar md old be dona* It la a aaall If 
Inportant part of a aaall If laportant aapaat of a aueh larger 
plotura* It la part of an aa-’yat unooaplatad InTaatlgatlan I be- 
gan. In 1964. Its use nou ooiild be rery ooatly to aa and to ay 
uork, and It would endanger « If not render futile, any effort to 
earry forward thla invaatlgation'* ' Vhen thla work la aaaplatad, 
to the degree I ean eoaplete It, I will aake It arallable to you 
and to Hr. Oole. Ton will perhaps reoall I inrlted your exanlna- 
tlon ef aeae of ay files on a basis of eonfidenee. I nade the sane 
offer to Mr. Oole. And nueh earlier, aa he dees reeall, for I spoke 
with hla today in Mr. Cole 'a absenee, I alao aade this offer to one 
of Hr. Cole's assooiatea. 

1 refer to the first full paragraph on page 3 * Iten 1 , under B. 

I do hope that both ef you will safeguard ay rights to this, ny 
own work, and not Impede either ny oontluuation of that inveatlga- 
tlon or ay putting it together in the fullest and nest eoaqplete 
eontezt. 

It Is with regard to what this refers to that Senator Bussell told 
no two things: He was satisfied the Connission was not told the 

eoaplete truth and he was satisfied that it had been deliberately 
withheld. 

I bellgre that when I have finished this yen will find that, 
whether you use it or eleet not to, it will be the strongest rin- 
dieatlon of what you hare said, the aost persuasive defense that 
ean be aade of the essence ef your eenaehts. 

In addition, you should take note that this is anything but an at- 
tack on Mr. Hoover as presented to you. It is, rather, an attaek 
upon you . I presume you had no knowledge ef this natter, but the 
fact Is that you, not Mr. Hoover, were a neaber of the Ooaalssion, 
and the Coaalsalon, not Hr. Hoover, held its ezeeutive sessions and 
did what is said. Even worse, Mr, Hoover ean produce relevant in- 
vestigative repoz*ts given to the Connission before the tlae of this 
ezeeutive session, and how will you ezplaln tke 6 oanlssion' s silence 
on thla score until it was known to the CQaalssion that the ii^cma- 
tion it ^d had for weeks had eoae to the attention of ttose ^zaa 
authorities w!ho were then eonductinn a parallel InvastightionT 

How many reports Hr. Hoover can produce, I dc not know; but if he 
uses only what I have that his agency and the Seeret Servlee gave 
the CoBsissicn, ho has sufficient. 

It remains ny belief that the basie interests of a free aeeiety 
requiae the eontinuatlon of what you have begun. Another eoaais- 
slon, effieial or unoffioial, will again be doalnated by hln or 
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taaastnuig by tboaa apea iilioa he ean depend* It Is^ noreoTep* not 
needed* for an adttfthte reeord ezlata* and I an In peaaeaslmof 
enough of that. It la for this reaaon that In ay earlier lettera 
I suggested that you Interest yourself In those natters where ln> 
nooenee of the aerabers of the Oonnlsslon ean be presuaed* in Mr. 
Boorer's breaoh of the Oonnlsslon' s trust , In his withholding of 
erldenee he had from the aeabers of the Conalsslon. 

Bow* for ezaaple* ean he Justify withholding froa the Oonnlsslon 
eha3Pged with Inrestlgatlng It erldenee bearing on the possibility 
3-^ of a eonsplraoy In the assassination of the president; Its phyal* 
cal remoral froa what he gare the Oonnlsslon when It was eontalned 
In what he obtained for the Conalsslon; or withholding the eoples 
hla buaeau then made of what was renored from this erideneeT All ' 
of whleh I hare* In official fora, in ay possession* with eoples 
deposited elsewhere for security. Some of this was nade available 
to ne as an alternative to suit for It. 

For the aost part* that of whleh I Informed you Is covered either 
by unpublished FBI reports In ay possession or by correspondence 
between me and Hr. Mitchell and Hr. Kleindlcnst. With the com- 
nents both have addressed to you slnoe I first wrote you* there 
would seen to be an additional appropriateness In the approach I 
originally suggested. 

Both have been silent in the face of ay proven charges* nade in 
federal court* of false swearing by one acting for them* and I 
made these charges In writing both to than and to the court, 
fhese are men who charge you with "Irresponsibility"* but when I 
allege perjury on their and lb>. Boover's behalf* they are aute. 

Is Ignoring a crlae now the measure of "responslblllty"t 

With further reference to those natters of which I wrote you* I 
plan to file under 5 B.S.C. 552 whenever It is within ay capabil* 
Ity. If you have not noticed It* they relate to your hoae area* 
lew Orleans* and what the FBI did and did not do there. 

While I aa not presuming that you will want to discuss thla fur* 
therowith me* or ask your son or your adnlnlstratlve assistant 
4o do so* 1 offer to be at your service beginning In about a week. 

I an about to leave on a trip. Sicept for the afternoon of May 7* 

I should be available beginning that nomlng. 

Sincerely* 



Harold Welsberg 



cot Say Cole 
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